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All Participants: Status of Application: Pending, before First Action 



(1) JOHN PAK . (3) . 

(2) CHRIS UNDER . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 4 June 2006 Time: 

Type of Interview: 

£3 Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes Ex] No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 
N/A 

Claims discussed: 
All 

Prior art documents discussed: 

EP 442663 

Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 
See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

El It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 



(Examine^SPE Signature) (Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature - if appropriate) 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413B) 



Application No. 10/767,689 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: 

Examiner called Mr. Under to discuss possibly expediting the prosecution of this case by canceling non-elected 
subject matter and limiting the fabric types. The Examiner noted that EP 442663 teaches various articles with one or 
more of the same polyoxometalates, so certain amendments would be needed to overcome the EP reference. No final 
agreement was reached as to how to amend to overcome said EP reference. A preliminary inquiry was made by Mr. 
Under in expanding the elected subject matter to cover other possible values for X. In a subsequent telephone 
message left on the Examiner's voicemail on 6/9/2006, Mr. Linder asked whether it would be possible to have 
examined X = Si and Al in claim 58 instead of expanding to cover claim 59. The Examiner reserves decision on that 
request until the currently elected subject matter, i.e. X = P, is found allowable with respect to claim 58. 



